REMARKS 

, 7 " ' "* reSP ° nSC t0 n0n " final ° fflce aChon October 

17, 2003 (Papers 10). Relation and reconsideration in light of the above 
amendments and following remarks arc courteously requested. 

32 34 ^tV 6 ind<!PeQdent C,aimS - Cl3imS ^ 5 ' 7 ' 10 ' 1 ^5-27, 30- 

32, 34, and 35 have been amended, Claims 13-24, 28, 29, and 33 have been canceled 

hcrem, and Claim 36 is newly presented. No new matter is be , f cved to have been added. 

I. Drawings and Specification 

Hie drawings and specification were both objected to because the identifying 
HKhcaonFlG. 1 that corresponded to the section views depicted in FIGS. 2 and3 were 
incorrect In response, Applicant, have suited herewith two sheets of rep.acement 

Terr provide *■ appropriate se< *° n vi w *************** 

FIGS. 2 and 3. Moreover, the specification has been amended consistent with the 
drawing changes. 

The drawings were a,so objected to under 37 C.F.R. § , . 83 (a), because the 
drawmgs do not show interleaved metallic strands. In response, Applicant, have 
canceled Claim 28. 

Hence, reconsideration and withdrawal of Redrawing objections is requested. 
II. Claim Objections 

C'aixn 7 was objected to bceause it did not end in a period. In response, 

a™ 5 7 7^ C,a,m 7 t0 inC ' Ude 3 Pen ° d * ™^ consideration 

and withdrawal of the claim objections is respectfully solicited. 

III. Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 2, Second Paragraph 

Claims .-12 and 25-35 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph as 
bemg indefinite due to various alleged intensities and recitations without p^ 
antec^ent basis, in response, and whiic not conceding the propriety of each 
alleged mdefiniteness rejections pointed out in the Office action, Applets have 
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thorousMy^^ 

the claims consistent with the comments in the Office action. 

Hence, reconsideration and withdrawal of each of the § 112, second paragraph 
rejections is respectfully solicited. 

IV. Rejections under 35 TJ.S.C. § 1 02(b) 

Claims 13, 14, 1 7, 25, and 26 were rejected under 35 U.S. C. § 102(b)as 

allegedly being anticipated by U.S. Patent No . 4J90a 06 Qiomas), and Claims 25 33 
and 35 were rejected under 35 U.S.C § 1 02(b) as allegedly being anticipated by U S ' 
Patent Mo. 6,102,609 Ota* 71te.se rejection, are respectfully traversed, at least in' light 
ot the above amendments. 

With regani to Claims 1 3, 1 4, and 1 7, it is noted that Claims 13-17 have been 
canceled herein, thus mooting thc rejcction of these ^ As ^ ^ ^ ^ 

33, and 35, it is noted that independent Cairn 25 now includes the features recited in ' 
onginaUy-filed dependent Claims 29 and 33. Hence, independent Claim 25 now recites 
one or more features not disclosed in cither Thomag or Isnge. 

In view of the foregoing, reconsideration and withdrawal of the § 102 rejections is 
respectfully requested. 

V. Rejections under 35 U.S.C § 1 03 

1. Clmm^3^9^3o^d32 

bairns 1-3, 5-9, 29, 30, and 32 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § .03 as allegedly 
being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No, 2,830,521 (P^h^l.) and Xhomas. This 
rejection is respectfully traversed. 

As regards Claims 1 -3 and 5-9, it is noted mat independent Claim 1 relates to an 
an- outflow valve that includes a valve body and a control diaphragm mounted in the 
valve body, and recites, inter alia: 

"a retainer coupled to the control diaphragm, the retainer having a body 
with an opening and an internal surface defining a cavity, the cavity extending 
from the opening a predetermined distance within thc retainer; and 
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a cable having a first end and a second end, the first end coupled to the 
control a™ and the second end inserted though the opening and stidably located 
» the retainer cavity, the second end moveab.e within the retainer cavity between 
the openmg and a position along the predetermined distance of the cavity 

wherein the opening of the retainer is configured to retain the second end 
therein." 

Fisher etaL relates to a eabin pressure outflow valve that includes a valve 
member (17) movcably mounted in a conduit (15). A spring (26), which i s coupled 
between a disc (2 . ) and a fixed support (28). urges (he valve member (17) toward its 
c used position A flexible diaphragm (32), which is mounted in a pneumatic actuator 
(29) ts coupled to one end of a cable (38) that extends around a pulley (40) and is 
coupled at its other end to a quadrant (24). As was readily admitted to in the Office 
aenon, EM***, does not disclose or suggest at least the above-noted features of 
independent Claim 1. THus, wa s cited to malce up for this aUeged Sol e 

deficiency. However, as will now be explained, Applicants submit that the alleged 
combmation of J^yd, and Tho^s is not tenable, since TT^ is at least non- 
analogous art. 

either- ITTlT ^ ** * « «™ * 

etther. <„ m &e fieId of applicants , ^ Qr (2) fa ^ 

pamcularproblen, with which the inventor was concerned. fe^Oetilce,, 977 F 2d 1443 
1446, 24 USPQ2d 1443, 1445 (Fed Cir Toor> « ^ . 1W ' 

field of endeavoras the Applicants. Specifically, the invention disclosed in'fhp^as 
relates to the field of lint mechanisms that selectively provide a lost mouon^nnecuon 
between a vehrcle speed control cable and a throttle valve control member. In contrast 
Apphcants field of endeavor is aircraft cabin outflow valves. 

Moreover. Thorny i s not pertinent to the problem with which the instant 
.nvenuon is concerned. Specifically, the present invention was conceived to serve the 
problem of a cable bending and/or kinldng and rubbing against the base of a pulley 
bracket when an air outflow valve is operated manually. Tbus, would not ^ 

commended .tselfto an inventor's attention in considering this problen." InrcCJay 966 



12 



PAGE 13/18* RCVDAT 1/912004 1:27:07 PM [Eastern Standard Time] ' SVR:USPT0 EFXRF-1/1 ' DNIS:8729306 ■ CSID:4803855061 ' DURATION (mm-ss):0542 



K2d 656, 659, 23 USP Q2d 1058. , 060-6, (Fed. Cir. 1 992 , As such , it „ ^ 
aoouLS * not analogous art and therefore cannot be used as a basis for a rejection 

W,ft respect to independent Claim 25, this claim relates to a kit fortifying an 
a.r outflow valve, and it is sub^ that mis ^ fa ^ non _ obvious for &< ^ ^ 
same reason as independent Claim,. Moreover, it is submitted that neither Fisher et al 
not ^ discloses or suggests at least the .structural features of the eontro, atm"as^e 
now recited in independent Claim 25. 

reouested herCf ° re ' re< * nSidemti ° n and of this § ,03 rejection is respectfully 

2 - Claims ?5 n lft „™i 0*7 

Ctas 1 5, 16, ^ 27 were rejccted „„ d „ 35 u s c , ]()3 ^ 
^Mc„v»^ Mdu . s .p a ^ No . <195 798(e2p ras ^ onis 
rcspectmlly traversed. 

With respect to Claims 15 and 16, since Claims 13-17 have been canceled herein, 
U.erejecnonofClaims 15and 16aremooted. 

depends from independent Claim 25. Hence, Applicant submit that this claim is 

25. ^OHMi. fails to disclose or suggest at least the above-noted deficiencies of 
Ihoirm (or the combination of Thcjnas and FjsherjrtaL). 

soh'citeT^ reCOnSidCrati ° n ^this § 103 rejection is respectfully 

3. Ciaitn2§ 

'rhom^T^* T UndCr35 UAC § 103 " ^""Patentable over 

^and U.S. PatentNo. 5,702,433 This rejcrtion is respectftj]ly 

Claim 28 depends from independent Claim 25. Hence, Applicants Submit ^ 
*. Cam, * patentable for at least the same reasons given above with respect to 
independent Cairn 25, since Ta^r^ «, to disclose or suggest at least the above- 
noted decencies of Iho m a_s (or the combination of Soma, and Fi^reL^ 
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4 - Claims 4 anHVi 

Claims 4 and 3 1 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as alleged* bein „ 

unpatentable over Hto^ a.,. and us . Patent No 4>41 4? 

rejection is respectfully traversed. * 
Claim 4 depends from independent Claim 1, and Claim 31 depends from 

i«r^ cwm 2 " Hence - Appiicants submit that *~ c,aims - ~ «- - 

» J Ti 77T en above with respect to ****** CJai ™ 1 - 

tails to dxsclose or suggest at least the above-noted deficiencies of the 
combination of EisheretaL and ^Thomas. 

solicited^' reC ° nSideratiOD ^ § rejection is respectfully 

VI. New Independent Claim 36 

*»* aoei,cd tadep^dc, a*. 36 cond™* to fwura of 

° ri ^ ,y " fi,ed «- -* - similar . « Wl-Mhd ' 
IWe, u> avo.d an uaneea*^ , 103 

P» ou. ft. d.fre.ence, b«w TO ^ „ allcgedIy , isclosed ^ ^ «" 

presenUy recited in independent Claim 36. 

main Jf"**^* 36 ^ * P-t. a cont TO l ann that include, a 

mam body pomon, and at least two arms extending from the main body portion 

there between, each arm including an indentation collocated with the indentation in the 
other ann to form a retaining hole for receiving a retaining ball therein, wherein the 
retainmg hole is dimensioned so as to allow the retaining ba„ to move within the 
retaining hole. 
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la the § 1 02(b) rejection of Claim 33, the Office action states that Isuge discloses 
a control am, (Jl). However, nowhere docs Tsug.e disclose or even remotely suggest that 
Ihe control am (Jl) incites a retaining hole that is dimensioned so as to allow the 
retailing ball to move within the retaining hole 

In view of the foregoing, Applicants submit that new independent Claim 36 is 
allowable over the citations of record. 



Conclusi on 

Based on the above, Claims 1-12, 25-27, 30-32, and 34-36 are patentable over the 
apphed art. ^ other ^ of rec0ld is a)so ^ ^ ^ ^ 

mvennve eoneept of the present invention as defined by the claims. 

Hence, Applicants submit that the present application is in condition for 
allowance. Favorable reconsideration and withdrawal of the objections and rejections set 
forth m the above-noted Office Action, and an early Notice of Allowance are requested 

Tl the Exammer has any comments or suggestions that could place this application 
2 even better form, the Examiner is requested to telephone the undersigned attorney at 
the below-listed number. 

I f for some reason Applicants have not paid a sufficient fee for this response 
Please consider this as authorization to charge Ingrassia, Fisher & Lorenz, Deposit ' 
Account No, 50^2091 for any fee which may be due 



Respeclfully^GWiitted, 



Dated; January / % 2004 



(ngrassia Fisher & Lorcnz 
Customer No. 29906 
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